REMARKS 



This paper is intended as a full and complete response to the Office Action 
dated August 18, 2005, having a statutory period for response set to expire on November 
18, 2005. 

Claim 1 is currently amended in the Application. 
Claims 2-22 are cancelled from the Application. 
Claim 1 is pending in the Application. 

I. Drawings 

The Office Action objected to the drawings. Applicant hereby corrects the 
clerical error from the previous Response by submitting the formal drawings that 
correspond to specification. The formal drawings have been included with this Response 
as Attachment A. 

Applicant respectfully requests reconsideration of the drawings in view of 
the changes provided. 

II. Claim Rejections 35 USC § 112 

The Office Action rejected Claim 1 under 35 USC § 112, second 
paragraph as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the 
subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. Applicant has amended Claim 1 
as per the suggestions of the Examiner. Applicant respectfully requests reconsideration 
of Claim 1 in view of its amended state. 
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Applicant appreciates the Examiner's time and attention to this matter. 



Applicants believe the Claims as now provided are in condition for allowance. 
Reconsideration of this application is respectfully requested. The Applicant invites the 
Examiner to contact the Applicant's representatives (713.403.7411) if any questions 
concerning this Application arise. 



Please mail correspondence to: 

The address associated with customer number 29637 . 

Wendy K.B. Buskop 
Buskop Law Group, P.C. 
1776 Yorktown, Suite 550 
Houston, Texas 77056 
713.275.3400 

Enclosures - Attachment A - Formal Drawings 



Respectfully submitted, 





Christian Heausler 
Patent Attorney 
Reg. No. 50,771 
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